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3-3^ sm ^ ^ cjrro A gif 2004-05 ^ 2005-06 ^ PfTor^ 3rra li 6.79% ^ 

a1<iai Ffcifrfrra ^ I I 

T7 3lPR^ (aiRsMI^) FM ^ ^ I f?T% 5^ Fife 4?^“I ^ 3ig^ fejFI t % g? 

F^lf^ 4^ 3PR5I 2003 ^ clERIT ■{1HM ^ ^ ^ cf^ cI45 3?SlfcT 3Emi 2005 cR? cTT^^Ta^ ^ 3I^Ffe 

1 5^ 3iF^ F^ifcRi ^ fenj ami F^^ wi ^ ?|a F^ 4r?^'T? 3rr=fl ia?iT^ ^ ^ I i 

4.1. ciPTci feq'((>ii'iil g5l Fi2ife45 «n%i 4'Sdic'i % aTOTY w ^ fe1?r*^ f«pf3i1 q? ajfctf^ qjjERT / 

'W«^?Ict»iu| y<gti gr?^ ciiiafj^ fc|?!jT an I Ft^^T? ^ F>!^ ^ ^ I #7 wflfecl 

cITTclfecRi^'ift^Tfecl-^^t I 


4.2. 


'M^llfed dl^ct feq'{''ri 2005-06^^??^ WT%f^7.57%4?lTTI^q?rf^ejf^^?rf7ft^^Tji{3IRti1i:iTTcia?T 
^ aiT^ai)7yik;gi qlgRifeql ^ Wl-sw qnq % 11.3% % ^ ^ g?Ml ^ I xpr?rft€1 ^ ?7i F45R aiq^ ^ fen 

% fe-WN %f^ 31155 ftjqit I 


5.1. ^ ^73T t ^laiRXJT? yraR 3?H ^qcTiaft ^ ih?R g?l if Cf^ 

2005-06 % ir ^fPFfefcT fe>F ^ I I ^T?flferd F^^ F I <l7;f^i4l ^ feFI W t fe> f^[c4j feqfTF 

Tioq ^<iFifq / «icbiqi, 4tefi7<7<i f^tscTl ^Fciraif % ftnj Rffei fVicjh Fit ftsf qIIFTI % Tnq ^ 


aigim feTFi Fmpn I WFFitafq^Fg^Fmfci^^?tafoFi7TlF^ c^/FiFEnFFitBteF5sr^frafecfai1?rM/ 
Rfferat ^'J^ ?n%i; #7 f ra FTFI4 ^ ?7T FF5R F F?! FIT ;3^ FIFT % fefTJ TJF5 ^ TJF5 Tfiftcl 

3TFfel%f^, Tj7fl^FFiaTtFil'5!1F57^#gRraf1^F?|Fr[7TFR?tl lf71FlfeF57FgT71F?FF4fefe?7r^^?tq^^ 
^ ^ % FFFFT ^ FTj^ % felF FTtTTFFFI TOF FTO #7 ^ q 7c| | g'j|-y i ^4 ftM atlfe TTFfecI ^ FFTTFT FtI 
^FFI % felF gF^ qfR fjttt ^ ■>tt aiFFT# FIT ^F>t t I TJcflF^lftF FtTF FfiTT ^t, ’J^tFcI fecpljui % f^ 

FF fe^ ■351 FtR Fit FFPT FT7^ ^ FF5 fe^ F7 F?t F^ sfl I 


5.2. v5|'HllF)TFaiK'TH!c1 #7^l^l7fH;cH ^ 7TFp[cI^5l1c^$FitfcF^F)q^?F^ OTFlFWart^TSF^^ 
felF tt feFW Fit F^ $ aft7 aTcTF-aTcTF TIF^cn snq^ ^ ?llftld ^ f I FTgf ct^ fF Ft FrqFtFFTrTfart T^ F3^ 

F57^ FtI FlcT I, 5F ^ FIcIF-aTpTF Ffefefe^ ^ F 1 ^ % feTF, aFF TJFFtFFTFfaTt FT ^ oTTFFT BF^FF F^ FIFI FFII I 
?I^ ^i, Ff^ 3FTpT41€t, 3Ic4F-aim TTFSfiFT lITFFt It T^tfF fel^ FJI^fefe % FF7F FI ^ FlclfefeFt if 

arg^ anTatHfi^ FM f^ f>7 ftfi t Ft ftif, ttjj;^ fwf ^ fc^g aiRaMi^ ^ fifi w (^ fF ^ Ji fefefeFl Fit 

(TTBIFcfl / TfgRl) F^t ^ 7IF5FT I aTF^F, FtlF % fcTF FlfeFKTF aig^ aFTafHflf, 3IFF-aTFF F3^ FfefefeFt ^ 
FFTEfF aig^ aFTart^t^ % ^iftF FF5 Tflftn feJFT FFFT FtI^ I TJFFF’fr^t Fit FTTF?! feFT FTIFT $ F5 FiJlFFT TT’tteF % 
f^aTFFTFTFTF^WFJT^TTFFWl^^^FTFTT^ I 


5.3. F[^ 2005-06 if fe^Old gj^I ^5TF i|, ?7T F^ ^F ^ % Wlfed 4ga^^F F5^ ^IFC Fit FF ii t'JiFd oFF ift 

TTfiFfelcT FTFT FFT t I F«Trft, ^ F57^ 7TFF, ^ FsJ i FTcj^^ FiT^ F7 arfclftFF FIdIFId erf 2005-06 % FIdTFId 
^sWt if TTfJqf^d feTFT §an F# FIFT FFTI i 


6.1. TJFTJF^I^ ^,1JF> F^ ^ itt arfeFT TTRF feF>a FfT^ % FIF ^ F^ Fit aiFfe % fenr aisltd aTFTF 2003 ^ aTFTF 

2005FFTF^^fcRFT7^5R^TIF5R3clfeTFT| I FT7FF A ??T Flfe*7U| % FTTT, aiF^ F7FTF Fit ^gmaiFTci 2003 ii 
TTFIFT^it^FfcIFlg^aTTFTFTf^siT I F^ F? viTOlW ^TFT FraPf* #n %fe>7?t’ft vIFFtoW ^ T'FqF'tt'^t % FtIfTF 
F7FIF % fRi ^t^ ■•fl fe^gFR / dlf3)F5 aUFft afFd F# Fit % I TJFiJF^f^t 5T7T FTFI FFT F? feTFR 3IF ^ aiFTF 2005 FF> 
%F^ FR FTg # FFrft 7#TT I ^ f^FRl Fit CFTF if 773^ gTJ ^ BTR ^ if Ftfeef 7T?itfecT 

FT'tFfttFt^EFTFifTFr^gFFSgrfeFRF, W!^qB^ar5FtfefF7tFit%lFTFitftRT»F72005FF5fe7FT79FHF>7F[t I 


6.2. l'F*TF‘it<S^F7IF?ifeFTFfTcn|fe>FS3TsF 'ifeftfeFt/ ^■ 
ftlFT^ % TFF, ^ F^ % felF ^5TF ^ |F, TWffed 



WIF 

arq^ ftftf % TratsiF 30.06.2005 


FF5 ajlFFT FTFIF Flfel^ F57 ^ FTfej F? 3lfeFT7F ftlFTF7 2005 FF5171% F7FTF ^ TTittSTT / TTFtfeF F57 71% 


7. qR«llH'W'«H , aft7 FTFF FFItJ Fi^ FJTTFt ^ < 1 HJJ ftrTR-feF?t % aireiI7 q7 FS 9lfeF57R 3TF^ feWcl aTT^ 

TTTsFI (ftt^IiFitt /18/2001-qFIIF'tl<5t feFTFT 9 aTFTF 2001 gTTI argFtfecI aft? 7TFF-7TFF F7F^FfetFFcfFIF F7FIF %t ^TFI 
30 ftTFTF7 2005 FFT F^ t I IJFifFiM Fit feftFI feFT FfIFT ft f% FS aiF^ TTittSF % fel^ 3IFFT stiff? giRTTF atfeFTFF 
30 2005 FFT 3IFFF 973 F F57 ft I 


3T. 7f. -sjfpK'FR, 3q?^8T 
[fftFFn/III/IV/l 43/05-3WI. ] 
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TAi^FAUTHOIUTY TOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOnnCATION 
Mumbai, the 6th May, 2005 

No. TAMP/1 i/2005-NMPT.—In exercise of the powers conferred by Sections 48,49 and 50 of the Major Port 
Trusts Act, 1963 (38 of 1963), the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby approves the proposal received from die New 
Mangalore Port Trust for extension of the validity of its existing Scale of Rates as in the Order apended hereto. 

TARIFF AUTHORITY FDRMAJORPORTS 

Case No: TAMP/11/2005-NMPT 


OmER 

(Passed on this 2ah day of April 2005) 

This Authority had passed an Order on 9 August 2001 approving the 
general revision of Scale of Rates (SOR) of the New Mangalore Port Trust (NMPT> 
The Order along with the revised SOR was notified in the Gazette of India on 19 
September 2001 vide Gazette No. 250. 

2 The SOR approved by this Authority in the said Order was based on the 
cost position reflected by the cost statement for the two years i.e. 2001-02^and 2M2- 
03. Following the two year tariff validity cycle prescribed then, the existing SOR of the 
NMPT fell due for revision in August 2003. 

3 1 The NMPT after expiry of almost one year of the validity of its SOR has 

proposed for extension of its SOR till 31 August 2005. The NMPT on our requej has 
subsequently filed the relevant cost statements for the principal activibes, consolid^ed 
cost statement and cost statement for the port as a whole excluding Mangalore 
Refinery Petrochemicarts Umited (MRPL) and the Kudremukh Iron Ore Company 
Limited (KIOCL). 

3.2. The NMPT has stated that the cost statements do not take into 
consideration reduction in the operating income on account of 60% concession offered 
to coastal vessels/ coastal cargo / containers in view of the recent order passed by this 
Authority. Like-wise the capital expenditure on projects like creation of deep draught 
berth, capital dredging, railway facilities and roads, likely to be capitalised during the 
years 2004-05 and 2005-06 have also not been considered In the cost statement. 

3.3. The cost statement furnished by the NMPT reflects an average deficit of 
6.79% of the operating income for the years ^04-05 and 2005-06. It has stated that 
the port has not achieved the Ftetum on Capital Employed (ROCE) prescribed by this 
Authority as per the revised guidelines. Nevertheless, it has requested this Authority 
to permit levy Of prevailing SOR for two years from the expiry of its validity 'n^gu« 
2003 till August 2005. It has agreed to submit its proposal for revision of its SOR wen 
before time. 


4 1 Based on a preliminary scrutiny of the cost statements, the NMPT was 

requested to furnish additional information / clarification on various points. In 
response, the NMPT has furnished the requisite information and has also filed revised 

cost statement. 

A 2 The revised cost statement indicates a deficit position of 7.57% for the 

port as a whole for the year 2005-06 and a deficit of 11.3% for ®xcludirig 

MRPL and KIOCL activities. The NMPT has thus reiterated its request for extension of 

its SOR. 
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5.1. It is observed that VRS payments and contribution towards pension 
fund to meet the past liability is included in its projections for the year 2005-06. The 
revised tariff guidelines specifically prescribes that the arrears of wages/ pension, VRS 
compensation, contribution of Pension Fund for past liability, etc., will not be allowed 
as admissible cost while determining the tariff. The port has to meet this liability from 
the accumulated surpluses/ reserves other than specifically earmarked funds or 
provisions and to the extent it cannot be so met, a suitable special rate for a limited 
period may be prescribed to meet such liabilities. This approach has been adopted by 
this Authority even earlier at Kolkata Port Trust for recovery of arrears of salary and 
pension and at Mumbai Port Trust to meet the. liability of wage arrears relating to 
supervisory staff, etc. Even at the Tuticorin Port Trust a special rate was prescribed 
for servicing the foreign currency loan availed for capital dredging. 

5.2. Since the MRPL and the KIOCL are the two dedicated jetties created 
specifically for these two users and are governed by separate Memorandum of 
Understanding (MOU) as regards collection of tariff from these two users, it is not 
found appropriate to burden the other users for deficit in these two respective 
activities. In other words, if NMPT does not achieve the maximum permissible ROCE 
in these two activities because of the specific methodology agreed in the respective 
MOUs, the port cannot seek the other activities to top up the ROCE deficit of these two 
activities by claiming full ROCE for the port as a whole. The maximum permissible 
ROCE for the port as whole should, therefore, be restricted to the aggregate of 
permissible ROCE under individual major activities. The NMPT is advised to take the 
note of this observation while formulating its proposal for comprehensive review. 

5.3. The capital employed projections for the year 2005-06 is found to 
include the capital expenditure towards deep draft multipurpose berth anticipated to be 
completed in this year. While doing so, the additional traffic on account of 
commissioning of. this berth is, however, not found to have been considered in the 
traffic projections for the year 2005-06. 

6.1. The NMPT has filed this proposal for extension of rates for period of two 
years i.e. August 2003 to August 2005 after lapse of more than a year. It should, in 
fact, have approached this Authority with its proposal well before the expiry of the 
validity of its SOR in August 2003. It is relevant to mention that none of the users 
have raised any pointed objection to the existing Scale of Rates of the NMPT. The 
extension sought by the NMPT is effectively only for four months from now till August 
2005. In view of this position, and also recognising time required to formulate a 
general revision proposal by the port keeping in view the recently announced revised 
guidelines for tariff fixation, this Authority extends the validity of the rates approved 
earlier till September 2005. 

6.2. The NMPT is advised to file its comprehensive proposal for revision of 
its Scale of Rates along with the relevant cost statement for the main activities/ sub¬ 
activities in the prescribed proforma giving projections for three years in line with the 
revised tariff guidelines by 30 June 2005 to enable this Authority to review / revise its 
SOR by September 2005. 

7. In the result, and for the reasons given above, and based on a 

collective application of mind, this Authority extends the validity of the existing Scale of 
Rates approved vide its earlier Order number TAMP/18/2001 dated 9 August 2001, as 
amended from time to time, till 30 September 2005. The NMPT is directed to file its 
comprehensive proposal for next review by 30 June 2005 latest. 

A. L. BONGIRWAR, Chairman 
[ADV Mll/IV/143/05-Exty.] 
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